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Hypotheses




Attainment Homogenization Achievement
General Effects MoADbiT MoAbiT MoADbiT
Social background SES + +
Abilities ABL + +
Achievement before| ACE + +
Marks/Recommend. REC +
Aspirations ASP +
School LevelSES LSES +
School Level ABL LABL +
School HomABL HABL
Schooltype/Track GYM +

ystem-Effects

Tracking

Interaction-Effects -

T
SES *T
LSES *T
ABL *T
LABL*T
HABL*T
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German Country States
and their Educational Systems

von Below 2006, 2011
Helbig&Nikolai 2015
Biichler 2016
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Data




NEPS
(,,National Educational Panel Study*)

Starting Cohort 3
three waves
5th, 6th and 7th grade
2010, 2011, 2012
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Attainment Homogenization Achievement
General Effects MoAbiT NEPS
Social background SES + 0.016
Abilities ABL +
Achievement before| ACE + 0.555
Marks/Recommend.| REC + 2.461
Aspirations ASP + 3.419
School LevelSES LSES
School Level ABL LABL
School HomABL HABL
Schooltype/Track GYM
System-Effects NO change
Tracking T <0 -0.438 _.»= Of SES-influence
(R O R B — -
LSES *T
Interaction-Effects { | ABL *T || + 10.775 increase of ACE-
LABL*T influence
| HABL*T .
R? 0.59
N 3150
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Attainment Homogenization

Achievement

General Effects MoAbiT NEPS
Social background SES
Abilities ABL
Achievement before| ACE
Marks/Recommend. REC
Aspirations ASP‘ . ]
‘ increase of

School LevelSES LSES ABL-Homogeneity J
School Level ABL LAB
School HomABL HABL
Schooltype/Track GYM
System-Effects
Tracking T | + | [0.002

| SES *T

LSES *T
Interaction-Effects { | ABL *T
LABL*T

| HABL*T
R* 0.04
N 2717
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Attainment Homogenization Achievement
General Effects MoAbiT NEPS
Social background SES + 0.008
Abilities ABL + 1.744
Achievement before| ACE +
Marks/Recommend. REC
Aspirations ASP
School LevelSES LSES + 0.023
School Level ABL LABL + -0.640
School HomABL HABL no Change
2 4
of SES-influence *%
Schooltype/Track GYM \ ‘e, + 0.625
System-Effects ",
Tracking T L20A 0236
| SES *T 0 : :0.000:

LSES*T\ | | 0..& :-0.002:
Interaction-Effects{ | ABL *T + -0.062

LABL*T + 0.421

HABL*T ‘ .

- increase of

R? L LABL-influence 0.52
N 2717
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